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DETAILED ACTION 
Summary 

On September 23, 2005, the Applicant filed a Request for Reconsideration. On 
October 27, 2005, the Examiner sent out an Advisory Action reopening prosecution. A 
non-final action on the merits follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-6 and 14-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coutts (6,3n,165) in view of Soltesz (2001/001 1680). 

Coutts discloses the invention substantially as claimed; however, Coutts does not 
disclose the controller being operable to upload from the transaction units respective 
run-time interpreted code units for storing in the memory or separately loading 
executable code for the respective code modules from the associated transaction unit 
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into the memory means of the controller. In order for one to download software, it had 
to have been uploaded first; otherwise, it would not have been downloaded. Soltesz 
teaches method and corresponding system for a kiosk capable of handling multiple 
transactions comprising a controller operable to upload from the transaction units 
respective run-time interpreted code units for storing in the memory (p. 3, 34) and 
separately loading executable code for the respective code modules from the 
associated transaction unit into the memory means of the controller (p. 3, 34). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the controller being operable to upload from the transaction units 
respective run-time interpreted code units for storing in the memory and separately 
loading executable code for the respective code modules from the associated 
transaction unit into the memory means of the controller, as taught by Soietsz into the 
invention disclosed by Coutts, to enable the addition of new units. 

Claims 7-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coutts in view of Korman (6,318,536). 

Coutts discloses the invention substantially as claimed; however, Coutts does not 
disclose enabling validation of currency. Korman discloses a method and 
corresponding system for a multi-transaction machine comprising enabling validation of 
currency (col. 12, lines 10-25). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the system was made to enable currency validation, as taught by 
Korman into the invention disclosed by Coutts, to prevent fraud. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lalita M. Hamilton whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6743. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday (6:30-2:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Trammel James can be reached on (571) 272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system. gM^800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Latita M. Hamilton 
Primary Examiner, 3693 



